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Service and have the land adjacent to
it protected under perpetual conserva-
tion easement.

So all in all, there certainly is a
sound rationale behind this proposal. It
was included in the negotiations back
and forth between the House and the
Senate. And again it certainly invites
the kind of questions and scrutiny that
this provision has been put under to-
night. But I think when you think
about the importance in this country
of preserving for general public use and
enjoyment, we certainly come down on
the right side as compared to dividing
this into little lots and having that
kind of development in this area.

So I think that we have covered the
area. Is the gentleman ready to close?
If so, I will wrap up now or I will re-
serve the time.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I just
have one additional comment to make.

Mr. POMEROY. I think that we have
discussed this at the end of a long day.
I will reserve the balance of my time,
but if the gentleman’s comments are in
the nature of a close, then I'll yield
back without saying anything further.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.
And I admire him for his valiant effort
to defend this provision in the Senate-
passed farm bill. He did a great job.

Mr. Speaker, I just still believe that
if we were serious in wanting to pre-
serve land adjacent to Federal forest
and parkland, we would have a provi-
sion here, maybe not in the farm bill,
but a provision in a program author-
izing some legitimate awarding of
bonds, wherever the program deemed
appropriate, not so narrowly drawn
that the $500 million could only be used
to purchase one particular parcel.

I think anyone looking at this would
have to conclude that the aim was to
afford the current landowner the abil-
ity to sell the land in this difficult cli-
mate.

So Mr. Speaker, the Plum Creek For-
est and the bond programs associated
therewith is plumb wrong. This is a
“bridge to nowhere.”” This is where
America, once again, will be let down
by the actions of this House if this pro-
vision is allowed to stay in.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to instruct.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. CANTOR).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.
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CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
SYRIA—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 110-109)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (60 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed no-
tice, stating that the national emer-
gency declared in Executive Order 13338
of May 11, 2004, and expanded in scope
in Executive Order 13399 of April 25,
2006, and Executive Order 13460 of Feb-
ruary 13, 2008, authorizing the blocking
of property of certain persons and pro-
hibiting the exportation and re-expor-
tation of certain goods to Syria, is to
continue in effect beyond May 11, 2008.

The actions of the Government of
Syria in supporting terrorism, inter-
fering in Lebanon, pursuing weapons of
mass destruction and missile programs
including the recent revelation of il-
licit nuclear cooperation with North
Korea, and undermining U.S. and inter-
national efforts with respect to the sta-
bilization and reconstruction of Iraq
pose a continuing unusual and extraor-
dinary threat to the national security,
foreign policy, and economy of the
United States. For these reasons, I
have determined that it is necessary to
continue in effect the national emer-
gency declared with respect to this
threat and to maintain in force the
sanctions I have ordered to address this
national emergency.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 7, 2008.

———

AGREEMENT WITH CZECH REPUB-
LIC ON SOCIAL SECURITY—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 110-110)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to section 233(e)(1) of the
Social Security Act, as amended by the
Social Security Amendments of 1977
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(Public Law 95-216, 42 U.S.C. 433(e)(1)),
I transmit herewith the Agreement Be-
tween the United States of America
and the Czech Republic on Social Secu-
rity, which consists of two separate in-
struments: a principal agreement and
an administrative arrangement. The
Agreement was signed in Prague on
September 7, 2007.

The TUnited States-Czech Republic
Agreement is similar in objective to
the social security agreements already
in force with Australia, Austria, Bel-
gium, Canada, Chile, Finland, France,
Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy,
Japan, Korea, Luxembourg, the Neth-
erlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Swe-
den, Switzerland, and the United King-
dom. Such bilateral agreements pro-
vide for limited coordination between
the United States and foreign social se-
curity systems to eliminate dual social
security coverage and taxation, and to
help prevent the lost benefit protection
that can occur when workers divide
their careers between two countries.
The United States-Czech Republic
Agreement contains all provisions
mandated by section 233 and other pro-
visions that I deem appropriate to
carry out the purposes of section 233,
pursuant to section 233(c)(4).

I also transmit for the information of
the Congress a report prepared by the
Social Security Administration ex-
plaining the key points of the Agree-
ment, along with a paragraph-by-para-
graph explanation of the provisions of
the principal agreement and the re-
lated administrative arrangement. An-
nexed to this report is the report re-
quired by section 233(e)(1) of the Social
Security Act, which describes the ef-
fect of the Agreement on income and
expenditures of the U.S. Social Secu-
rity program and the number of indi-
viduals affected by the Agreement. The
Department of State and the Social Se-
curity Administration have rec-
ommended the Agreement and related
documents to me.

I commend to the Congress the
United States-Czech Republic Social
Security Agreement and related docu-
ments.

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 7, 2008.

————

FORECLOSURES AND CONSUMER
CONFIDENCE

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, today, we were discussing
very important legislative initiatives
dealing with the Neighborhood Sta-
bilization Act that would give $15 bil-
lion to reclaim foreclosed homes, and
an important legislative initiative, the
American Housing Rescue and Fore-
closure Prevention Act that would re-
vise a number of the GSEs like Freddie
Mac and Fannie Mae, all to help the
American people.

In my discussion on the floor of the
House, I indicated that we are moving
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toward a recession and a depression.
The gentleman who was then managing
the rule, H. Res. 1175, indicated that we
as Democrats must stop telling
untruths. To that I asked the gen-
tleman whether or not he was calling
me a liar.

I wish to read into the RECORD that
when that inquiry was made, the gen-
tleman responded, as I said, I assume
that he was not suggesting that I am a
liar. The gentleman said ‘‘I did not sug-
gest that at all.”

It is important to note that America
is suffering. Between 7,000 and 8,000
people a day are filing for foreclosures
and that consumer confidence is down.
We are moving toward a recession and
maybe a depression.

———

LET MEMBERS HAVE INPUT IN
THE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE

(Mr. LEWIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to express to the House
my concern about the fact that Chair-
man OBEY and Speaker PELOSI are
very, very busy these days. If news re-
ports are to be believed, it’s apparent
that they’re going about doing all of
the work of the Appropriations Com-
mittee as well as the House almost all
alone with almost no input from Demo-
crats or Republicans from the House.

Because of that busy schedule, I have
been writing to Mr. OBEY of late. I have
sent him three letters altogether. Last
Thursday, I sent him a letter that was
signed by the entire Republican mem-
bership of the Appropriations Com-
mittee urging him to have regular
order and full hearings on the supple-
mental that is before us that rep-
resents a huge portion of our spending,
and yet there has been no hearing
whatsoever.

Just in case Mr. OBEY hasn’t seen
this letter because his staff is very
busy, I know, working on these
projects, I would like to submit that
letter for the RECORD and urge the
House to urge the leadership to allow
us to have public hearings so that
Members can have input regarding
their districts’ needs on this very, very
important part of this year’s work.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
Washington, DC, May 1, 2008.
Hon. DAVID OBEY,
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: In the absence of any
response from you to my April 21st and April
24th letters, and recognizing Senator Byrd’s
immediate response to the Republican Sen-
ators from his Committee, we are writing to
once agaln express our grave concerns over
media reports that your leadership plans to
unilaterally, and without Member input,
write and take to the House floor the Emer-
gency Supplemental Appropriations bill
under a closed rule and bypass full Appro-
priations Committee consideration. Such ac-
tion would be an historical and unprece-
dented abdication of responsibility for the
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House Appropriations Committee and would
be viewed by many in both parties as a
shameful power grab by House and Senate
leaders.

Senator Byrd, who recognizes the slippery
slope involved in circumventing the well-es-
tablished rules and precedents of the Appro-
priations Committee, has scheduled a frill
Senate Appropriations Committee markup
for the week of May 5th. We urge you in the
strongest possible terms to follow Senator
Byrd’s example and schedule a full Com-
mittee markup in the House at the earliest
possible date.

It is only right and fair that you allow
Members of our Committee—Republicans
and Democrats—to do the work they were
elected to do. We are extremely troubled by
the fact that under this scheme no Member
of the House will be afforded the opportunity
to offer amendments in full Committee or on
the House floor while Senators in the other
body will be given the opportunity to let
their constituent’s voices be heard. We must
act expeditiously to move through full Com-
mittee and onto the floor a clean Emergency
Supplemental, free of extraneous funding
and policy provisions, to address the urgent
needs of our troops and their families.

On October 20, 2006 then Minority Leader
Nancy Pelosi wrote in a letter to then-
Speaker Hastert: ‘“We must restore biparti-
sanship to the administration of the House,
reestablish regular order for considering leg-
islation. and ensure the rights of the minor-
ity, whichever party is in the minority. The
voice of every American has a right to be
heard.”

Again, we urge you and Speaker Pelosi to
stand by those words. Historical precedent
and tradition dictates that this legislation
be fashioned in an open and transparent
process, and ensure full participation by
both parties—not behind closed doors but in
the full light of day. As the Speaker stated
less than two years ago, every Member of the
Appropriations Committee and, indeed,
every Member of the House and their con-
stituents deserve to have their voices heard.

We look forward to your timely response.

Sincerely,

Jerry Lewis; C.W. Bill Young; Ralph Reg-
ula; Harold Rogers; Frank R. Wolf;
James T. Walsh; David L. Hobson; Joe
Knollenberg; Jack Kingston; Rodney P.
Frelinghuysen.

Todd Tiahrt; Zach Wamp; Tom Latham;
Robert B. Aderholt; Jo Ann Emerson;
Kay Granger; John E. Peterson; Virgil

H. Goode, Jr.; Ray LaHood; Dave
Weldon.
Michael K. Simpson; John Abney

Culberson; Mark Steven Kirk; Ander
Crenshaw; Dennis R. Rehberg; John R.
Carter; Rodney Alexander; Ken Cal-
vert; Jo Bonner.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

E—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
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woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WELLER of Illinois addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

SUNSET MEMORIAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Madam Speaker, |
stand once again before this House with yet
another Sunset Memorial.

It is May 7, 2008, in the land of the free and
the home of the brave, and before the sun set
today in America, almost 4,000 more defense-
less unborn children were killed by abortion on
demand. That’s just today, Madam Speaker.
That's more than the number of innocent lives
lost on September 11 in this country, only it
happens every day.

It has now been exactly 12,889 days since
the tragedy called Roe v. Wade was first
handed down. Since then, the very foundation
of this Nation has been stained by the blood
of almost 50 million of its own children. Some
of them, Madam Speaker, died and screamed
as they did so, but because it was amniotic
fluid passing over the vocal cords instead of
air, no one could hear them.

And all of them had at least four things in
common. First, they were each just little ba-
bies who had done nothing wrong to anyone,
and each one of them died a nameless and
lonely death. And each one of their mothers,
whether she realizes it or not, will never be
quite the same. And all the gifts that these
children might have brought to humanity are
now lost forever. Yet even in the glare of such
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